











Linerican Inbilee: 











“ PROCLAIM LIBERTY THROUGHOUT ALZ THE LAND, UNTO AZZ THE INHABITANTS THEREOF.’’—Lev. 25: 10. 








VOLUME I] 


NEW-YORK, JUNE, 1854, 




















The American Jubilee. 


WILLIAM GOODELL, Editor and Publisher. 


48 Beekman Street, New-York. 





PUBLISHED MONTHLY. 





TERMS. 
[PER ANNUM, OR FOR TWELVE NUMBERS.]} 


SIN@LB OOPS. a. bo cihe vide cope vibe ches vnc c cewe boumerchenes neve $0.50 
Five Copies, directed to On€ POTSON..........ceeecerevesesnees 2.00 
Eieunt Corres, do GO’ wevedcccccnsesecey job Cabs oe 8.00 
ForrteEen OopiEs, do ee eee ee oe 5.00 
THIRTY CoPIEgs, do MD - . copeprhe a 290 rpessparccedes 10.00 





(= Any person who will procure Sixty subscribers on the 
above Terms, and send the names and Post-Office Address, with the 
money, to the Publisher, shall receive by mail, post-paid, one copy 
of the “American S1ave Copr.” 

Or, for Eienty subscribers, as above, one copy of the “ History 
OF SLAVERY AND ANTI-SLAVERY, 

Or, for OnE HunpReED subscribers, one copy of the “‘ Democracy 
oF CHRISTIANITY,” in 2 vols. 

Ge All letters must be post-paid. 

{2 Small change, or sums less than one dollar, may be sent in 
p ost-office stamps; or, if stamps can not be procured, one dollar may 
be sent, and the balance will be sent back in stamps, deducting 
postage. 

oz If it should hereafter be concluded to print the paper sxrmt- 
MONTHLY, the above sums will pay only for six MonTus, instead of 
TWELVE, a8 the subscribers will receive the twelve numbers in six 


months, ies 
PROSPECTUS. 





ee 


“Tae AmERicAN JuBILEE” proposes a proclamation of 
‘liberty throughout all the land, unto all the inhabitants 
thereof.” It demands.of the American Government, and 
the American People, the immediate and unconditional 
abolition of American Slavery. 

It makes this demand on behalf of three millions of 
Amerieans already enslaved, on behalf of twenty millions 
more in process of becoming enslaved, and on behalf of the 
untold millions of their posterity, who must be enslaved 
for ages to come, unless American Slavery be over 
thrown. . 

It urges this demand in the name of humanity chattel- 
ized, republicanism disgraced, religion dishonored, the 
Holy Seriptures perverted, the Saviour blasphemed, the 
laws of nature and of nature’s God trampled under 
foot. 

It denies that the Federal Government, under the 
Federal Constitution, has either a moral or a political 
right to tolerate slavery, in any of the States belonging to 
the Federal Union, for a single day. 

“The United States SHALL guarantee to EVERY State 
in the Union a republican form of government.”—Consti- 
tution, 

“The foundation of republican government is the right 
of every citizen, in his person and ‘property, and in their 
management.” —Jefferson. ' 

It denies that “the reserved rights of the States” in- 
clude any such right as that of holding property in man, 
as no such “right” can exist; and Mr. Madison tells us 
that the Federal Convention would not permit the Con- 
stitution to recognize any such right— Vide Madison 
Papers. 

It affirms that the Constitution unequivocally inhibits 
the States from maintaining slavery. 

“No State shall pags any bill of attainder, or laws im- 
pairing the obligation of contracts,” And “No person 
shall be deprived of life, liberty, or property, without due 
process of law.”—Constitution. 

It affirms that the Constitution was formed by “the 
people of the United States,” (all of them,).“to secure the 
blessings of tapeety for (themselyes) and (their) posterity,” 





without exception or distinetion of race or color. And 
henee, no portion of “the people of the United States” 
can be constitutionally enslaved, and the declared object 
of the Constitution reguires the Federal Government to 
“secure the blessings of liberty,” to each and all of 
them. 

If the Constitution is not available for these purposes 
it is of no practical value, it is condemned by its own high 
professions, and the people have no alternative left them 
but to provide a better government for their protection, 
or become the serfs of the petty oligarchy of one or two 
hundred thousand slaveholders, who are now suffered to 
control and insult a great nation, 

The “Amertoan Justuze” recognizes a “ higher law” 
than mere human enactments, It affirms, with all the 
great writers on Common Law, that “statutes against 
fundamental morality are void;” that “mo human laws 
have any validity if contrary to the law of God, and such 
of them as are valid derive all their force, mediately, or 
immediately, from this original”. —Forrescur. 

On this ground, as well as from the admitted absence 
of any positive law in this country, establishing slavery ; 
from the known incompetency of the colonial legislatures 
under British common law, to legalize it; from the ascer- 
tained illegality of the African slave trade, by which the 
colonies were supplied with slaves ; and from the unanim- 
ous declaration of the thirteen original States, in the very 
act of establishing their independent governments, that all 
“just governments” are founded on the “inalienable 
right” of “all men” to “life, liberty, and the pursuit of 
happiness,” we affirm the absolute illegality of American 
slavery. We deny that it has any more legality in 
Georgia than in Massachusetts; that it is any more legal 
than the African slave-trade, or any other form of piracy 
and crime. 

The object of this paper will be to unfold, explain, 
vindicate, and propagate these sentiments, calling on the 
people to maintain them at the ballot-box, thus providing 
for a federal legislature, a federal judiciary, and a 
federal executive, that shall give them a national expres- 
sion and force. 





FATAL CON CESSION s. 


“Tue Constitution provides (for) the admission into 
the Union, of States, alike in character, powers, and 
sovereignty with each of the original thirteen. They 
are unrestricted, except so far as the Constitution 
restricts them. If the power to restrict new States 
by acts of Congress passed previously to their admis- 
sion exists, there is no limit to the restrictions that 
may be imposed, and consequently the whole body 
of their Jaws might be prescribed by an act of Con- 

The States thus admitted, instead of being 
independent States, existing on an equality with 
those originally established, and forming a part of 
the Union constructed by the Constitution, would be 
stamped with a wholly subordinate and inferior 
condition, inconsistent with their usefulness and 
respectability. Jt is competent for any one of the 
original thirteen States to establish slavery within 
its limits. This is a conceded power. “It is founded on 
that unrestricted sovereignty in respect to domestic 
concerns, which allowed the States to abolish slavery. 
New States, whenever admitted into the Union, re- 
ceive, at the instant of their birth, the same powers, 


rights, and privileges which appertain to the rest, 
and are subject to no other restrictions or conditions 








than are imposed by the Constitution upon all,” 


The above is from an article in the Journal of 
Commerce, as we find it copied into the weekly 
Washington Union of Feb. 25. It states the argu- 
ment against restricting new States from establishing 
slavery, by act of Congress, in a clear and concise 
manner. It is important to notice the extent of its 
application. 

Tt not only sweeps away the Missouri compromise, 
but the ordinance of 1787. It opens Ohio, Illinois, 
Indiana, Michigan, Wisconsin, Iowa, Minnesota, and 
Oregon to the entrance of slavery, so far as any safe- 
guards against it have been or can be interposed by 
the Federal Government. 

But the principle upon which the argument is 
based deserves our more particular attention. How 
is it proved that the Federal Government has no 
authority to exclude slavery from Nebraska, and 
from the States and territories embraced under the 
ordinance of 1787? The argument is comprehended 
in this : 

“Tt is competent for any one of the original thir- 
teen States to establish pny within its limits. 
This is a conceded power.” 7 

From these preniises is deduced the conclusion 
that all other States, afterwards @dimitted, having 
equal powers of sovereignty, are also Competent to 
establish slavery, and the Federal Government can 
not restrict them. 

We leave it for those who do “concede” the pre- 
mises, to avoid the conclysion, as they best may, 
and show how the power of Congress over (¢er- 
ritories can contyol the action of the States that may 
be formed out of them and admitted into the Union 
—how the States, when admitted, have less authority 
than the older States, to establish slavery—and how 
they shall be prevented from changing their consti- 
tutions for that purpose. As “ practical business 
men”—not troubling themselves with “ mere abstrac- 
tions,” they should be able to show this. 

For ourselves, we deny the conclusion by denying 
the premises. We deny that “it is competent for 
any one of the original thirteen States to establish 
slavery wania its limits.” With vs, it is not “a con- 
ceded power.” The Constitution was formed by 
“the people of the United States,” to “secure the 
blessings of trBerty for ourselves and our posterity,” 
which it could not do if it conceded to “any one of 
the original thirteen States” the “ power” to “ estab- 
lish slavery within its limits.” If any one of the 
States might do this, al? might do it. And if « 
State can enslave any of its citizens, it can enslave 
nine hundred and ninety-nine one thousandths of 
them, reducing “ourselvés and our posterity” to 
interminable bondage, and the express object, design, 
and use of the Constitution may be wholly defeated. 
The Constitution does not stultify itself by permitting 
its main object to be defeated. Accordingly, it 
says : 
Ne State shall pass any bill of attainder, or law 
impairing the obligation of contracts.” “No ‘person 
shall be deprived of life, liberty, or property, without 





due process of law.” 
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Let it be borne in mind, that, at the date of this 
instrument, there was mo legalized slavery in the 
United States, there being (by the abundant testi- 
mony of Southern jurists and statesmen) no positive 
law, creating such a relation, and (by decision of 
Southern courts) such positive law is necessary in 
order to legalize slavery. 

The clauses just quoted are to be construed, then, 
to mean just what they say. And they amount to 
a complete inhibition, to the States, of the power of 
establishing slavery. 

It is too late, now, to demur at this by pleading 
the pretended “compromises of the Constitution.” 
The dispensation of “compromises” has gone by. 
The slave-power itself has introduced the new era, 
declaring even its own Missouri compromise (forced 
upon our “ dough-faces” by threatening a dissolution 
of the Union) to be unconstitutional. The Constitu- 
tion, then, neither contains nor admits of any com- 
promises with slavery. 

Not only does the Constitution forbid the States 
to legalize slavery, but it imposes upon Congress the 
solemn duty of protecting each and all of the States 
from the establishment and maintenance of any such 
anti-republican institution. 

“The United States sHALL GUARANTEE to every 
State in this Union a republican form of govern- 
ment.” 

No one doubts that if “any one of the original 
thirteen States” should establish a hereditary mon- 
archy, the Federal Government would be bound to 
abolish it. How much more so, when a State goes 
still farther, and, not content with the disfranchise- 
ment of its citizens, attempts to chattelize them! 
But our object, in this article, was mainly to show 
how completely the opponents of slavery-extension 
stultify themselves by conceding to any of the States 
the pretended constitutional right to tolerate or to 
legalize slaveholding. 
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SOUTHERN POLICY: ITS CONSISTENCY 





AND FOUNDATION. 


Wuenever the slave-power has decasion to wield 
the strong arm of the federal government for the 
support of slavery, it magnifies the prerogatives of 
the Federal Government, and makes nothing of State 
rights, Whenever it would use the forces it can 
command in the States and territories, it magnifies 
the rights of States and territories, and denies the 
right of the federal government to interfere with 
the slave question. The ‘rights of slave States are 
every thing, the rights of free States nothing. 

For example, the federal power, in its legislative, 
judicial, executive, and diplomatic departments, has 
been steadily wielded for the support and protection 
of slavery from the beginning. It has power to 
protect the inter-State slave-trade, but no power to 
abolish it; power to enact slavery in the District of 
Columbia, but none to repeal the enactment ; power 
to protect slave property in the free States, but none to 
protect free Northern citizens, white or colored, in the 
slave States, Southern State rights, as enforced by 
the Federal Government, in its Fugitive-Slave bill, 
may trample down freedom of conscience in the free 
States, by punishing with fines and imprisonments 
the religion of mercy, the duties enjoined by the 
Saviour as conditions of a place at his right hand 
in the day of judgment. But the same federal 
government is never supposed to have power to pro- 
tect Northern State rights, in the persons of such of 
their citizens as might attempt to preach Christ's 
religion, in its completeness, south of Mason and 





the Union without let or hindrance from Congress, 
was clamorously maintained so long as it was ex- 
pected that California would form a constitution not 
interdicting slavery. But as soon as she presented 
herself with a Constitution excluding slavery, there 
came a death-struggle in Congress to prevent her 
coming into the Union at all. The Missouri Com- 
promise line is strong enough to keep freedom from 
going south of 36° 30’, but has no power to keep 
slavery from going north of it. 

In all these there seems to be a want of congruity 
and consistency in the supporters of slavery. The 
North charges the South with want of sound logic, 
with a lack of memory, with a violation of good 
faith. But let us look a little closer and see whether 
it be so, or if so, why it is so. Let us not be unjust 
to the South, 

One commendation must needs be extorted by 
the South. Zhe South is thoroughly in earnest. 
She is no land of shams. There is reality, terrible 
reality, there. The South has one object in view, 
and never loses sight of it for a single hour. Like 
her own iron-visaged Calhoun, she never changes, 
though superficial observers taunt her with change- 
fulness. 

The South has what the North lacks, one para- 
mount all-absorbing interest, object, and aim. She 
has one fundamental principle—if principle it may 
be called—from which she never swerves. Zhat 
principle when once discovered, and considered, will 
serve as a key to all her seeming incongruities, fluc- 
tuations, and changes, will show us how to understand 
her logic, and read her seemingly crooked policy 
and tactics into one straight line. 

The principle of the South is, that slaveholding is 
a natural right. And so it is, if it be what the 
popular Church and clergy say it is, an innocent, a 
natural relation, and Not malum in se. If it be not 
in itself wrong, then it is in itself right. If it be 
right, then the slaveholder has a natural right to be 
a slaveholder, and civil government is bound to pro 
tect and not infringe that natural right. 

And this is the prevailing creed of the South. 
Holding this creed, the South is consistent in claim- 
ing the support of slavery by the Federal and State 
governments. It is consistent in denying the right 
of either the Federal or the State government to 
forbid slaveholding. It is consistent in its demand 
for the natural right of slaveholding on the north 
side of 36° 30’, as well as on the south side of it. 
It is for governments to protect natural rights and 
not take them away. 

The creed of the South, the creed of the popular 
Church and clergy, if correct, not only justifies, 
but requires the entire system of measures pursued 
by the slaveholding South and its Northern allies, 

On the principle that slaveholding is nor malum 
in se, but a natural right, those rights are of course 
to be protected, and all aggressions or incentives to 
aggression upon them are to be “crushed out.” 
Fugitive-slave bills, blood-hounds, laudatory  ser- 
mons, and protection of the natural right of slave- 
holding in Nebraska, are all matters of course, 
Then comes the federal protection of slaveholding, 
and of the slave-trade, in all the States, in despite 
of State prohibitions, as already predicted by M. A. 


Juge. The South—or rather the slave-party— 
deserve the credit of self-consistency and of straight- 
forward action. : 

It will be a blessed day when the same praise can 
be awarded to the North, to the professed friends 
of freedom, When that time comes, they will de- 
mand the prohibition of slaveholding everywhere, 
just as the slaye-party demand its protection every- 





Dixon’s line. The right of California to come into 


where, 


THE CRISIS BEFORE US. 





Ix any one wishes to know the settled policy of the 
slave-party, let him read the following, and if he is 
willing to sée demonstrative evidence of the folly of 
expecting to cripple or confine slavery without 
speedily and resolutely annihilating it, let him, for 
five minutes, consider the connection between this 
development and the history of slavery and anti- 
slavery that has preceded it. Who that can afford 
time to runk for five minutes, can help KNOWING 
that the miserable policy of waging a merely defen- 
sive warfare with the slave-power, has invited and 
encouraged this aggression? So long as abolition- 
ists waged direct. warfare with slavery, the South 
trembled before them, When they retreated and 
only kept upon a defensive fire, they emboldened 
the enemy to advance—and here is the natural re- 
sult. 





A general rupture in Europe would force upon 
us the undisputed sway of the Gulf of Mexico and 
the West Indies, with all their rich and mighty pro- 
ductions. Guided by our genius and enterprise, a 
new world would rise there, as it did before, under 
the genius of Columbus, With Cuba and St. Do- 
mingo, we could control the productions of the tro- 
pics, and, with them, the commerce of the world, 
and with that, the power of the world. Our true 
policy is to look to Brazil as the next great slave 
power, and as the government that is to direct or 
license the development of the country drained by 
the Amazon. Instead of courting England, we 
should look to Brazil and the West Indies, The 
time will come when a treaty of commerce and alli- 
ance with Brazil will give us the control over the 
Gulf of Mexico and its border countries, together 
with the islands; and the consequence of this will 
place African slavery beyond the reach of fanaticism, 
at home or abroad. These two great slave powers 
now hold more undeveloped territory than any other 
two governments, and they ougkt to guard and 
strengthen their mutual interests by acting together 
in strict harmony and concert. Considering our 
vast resources and the mighty commerce that is 
about to expand upon the bosom of the two coun- 
tries, if we act together by treaty we can not only pre- 
serve domestic servitude, but we can defy the power 
of the world. With firmness and judgment, we can 
open up the African slave-emigration again to peo- 
ple the noble region of the tropics. We can boldly 
defend this upon the most enlarged system of phi- 
lanthropy. It is far better for the wild races of 
Africa themselves, Look at the 3,000,000 in the 
United States who have had the blessings not on!y 
of civilization, but of Christianity. Can any man 
pretend to say that they would have been better off 
in the barbarian state of their native wilderness, and 
has not the attempt to suppress, by force, this emi- 
gration, increased the horrors of the ‘ middle passag..’ 
ten-fold? The good old Las Casas, in 1519, was 
the first to advise Spain to import Africans to her 
colonies, as a substitute for the poor Indians, who, 
from their peculiar nature, were totally unsuited to 
bear the labors of slavery. Experience has shown 
that his scheme was founded in wise and Christian 
philanthropy. Millions of the black men, yet un- 
born, will rise up to bless his benevolent memory. 
The time is coming when we will boldly defend this 
emigration before the world. The hypocritical cant 
and whining morality of the latter-day saints will 
die away before the majesty of commerce, and the 
power of those vast productions which are to spring 





from the cultivation and full development of the 
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mighty tropical regions in our own hemisphere. If] 
it be mercy to give the grain-growing sections of 
America to the poor and hungry of Europe, why not 
open up the tropics to the poor African? The one 
region is as eminently suited to them as the other is 
to the white race. There is as much philanthropy 
in one as the other. We have been too long gov- 
erned by psalm-singing school-masters from the | 
North. It is time to think for ourselves. The folly 
commenced in our own government uniting with 
Great Britain to declare slave-importation piracy. 
Piracy is a crime on the high seas, arising under the 
law of nations, and itis as well defined by those laws 
as murder is at common law. And for two nations 
to attempt to make that piracy which is not so un- 
der the laws of nations, is an absurdity. You might 
as well declare it burglary, or arson, or any thing 
else. And we have ever since, by a joint fleet with 
Great Britain on the coast of Africa, been struggling 
to enforce this.miserable blunder. The time will 
come that all the islands and regions suited to Afri- 
can slavery, between us and Brazil, will fall under 
the control of these two slave powers, in some shape 
or other, either by treaty or actual possession of the 
one government or the other. And the statesman | 
who closes his eyes to these results, has but 4 very | 
sniall view of the great questions and interests that 
are looming up in the future. In a few years, there | 
will be no investment for the two hundred millions, 
in the annual increase of gold on a large scale, so 
profitable and so necessary, as the development and | 











cultivation of the tropical regions now slumbering | 
in rank and wild luxuriance, If the slaveholding | 
race in these States are but true to themselves, they | 
have a great destiny before them.”—Charleston | 
(S..C.,) Standard, 

The propositions being set forth (says the N. Y. 
Tribune) are, in brief: 

1, To take Cuba. 

2. To conquer St. Domingo and reduce its inhab- 
itants to slavery. 

3. To unite with Brazil and perform the same 
conquering and enslaving process on all the other 
West-India Islands. 

4. To then enter into an alliance with Brazil for 
the establishment and fortification of slavery through- | 
out South and North America. 

5. For this object to develop the Amazon country 
and take possession of the Gulf of Mexico and all | 
the adjacent tropical regions. 

6. To redpen the African slave-trade, | 

7. To boldly defend this scheme upon the “ most 
enlarged system of philanthropy.” 
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RELIGION THE TRUE GUIDE OF 
POLITICS. 


CHRISTIANITY, in its doctrines, its precepts, and its 
~pirit, should guide all our political activities, should 





control all our reformatory measures. Its demands 
are as uncompromising at the ballot-box and in the | 
) Olitical convention as they are in the church-meet- 
ing, or at the communion-table. All our reforma- | 
tury maxims, all our anti-slavery measures, should 
be derived from the Scriptures, and not from the 
school of worldly expediency, or the tactics of time- 
serving politicians, 

This simple rule, if implicitly followed, would soon 
unite the friends of freedom as nothing else can 
unite them, and place them on a platform as elevated, 
as safe, and as enduring, as the pillars of the divine 
throne. The gates of hell could not prevail against 
them, if they would stand there, and their success 


would be as certain as the triumph of Jesus Christ 
over his enemies. 

By this simple rule, it would be easy to test and 
décide the most important questions that can arise 
among the friends of human freedom, concerning 
the true and proper course to be pursued. .A few 
instances will illustrate our meaning. 

1, Shall we demand the immediate and uncondi- 


| tional abolition of slavery? Or shall we consent to 


some plausible scheme of am: lioration, postponement, 
or gradualism? F{umanity, justice, a sense of the 
true and the right, incline us to the former. Worldly 
prudence, the love of popularity, the hope of securing 
additional numbers, assistance, and cooperation, invite 
us to the latter. What says Christianity? What 
says the Bible ? 

“ Now is the accepted time.—Now is the day of 
salvation. To-day, if ye will hear his voice, harden 
not your hearts.”-——“* Whatsoever thy hand findeth 
to do, do it with thy might.”.—*God now com- 
mandeth all men, everywhere, to repent.”—These 
maxims enjoin immediatism ; they forbid procrasti- 
nation.—Christianity exalts humanity, justice, truth, 
and righteousness, above all prospects of human aid. 
It forbids us to go down into Egypt for help, and 
bids us trust in the God of righteousness, of justice, 
and mercy. And nowhere is the injunction more 
needed than in assemblies or councils, where men 
are discussing political measures. 

2. Shall we, or shall we not, consent to make our 
main issue upon the question of the non-extension 


| of slavery, instead of that of immediate and uncon- 


ditional abolition ? 
Christianity decides this question, because mere 
non-extension is a form of procrastination, of gradu- 


_alism, and of compromise—all of which Christianity 


forbids, as has been shown before. 

Christianity says: “Remember them that are in 
bonds, as bound with them.”—“ Thou shalt love thy 
neighbor as thyself.”—*All things whatsoever ye 
would that men should do to you, do ye even so to 
them.”—Imagine yourself a slave—a slave-hus- 
band—a slave-father, on a Southern plantation. 
Then bring up the question of mere “ non-extension,” 
and it will be very easily settled. Not five slaves 
(understanding the question) could be found, in all 
the slave States, who, if they could take a part in 
an anti-slavery convention, would vote in favor of 
substituting the policy of mere non-extension for 
that of direct abolition. 

The “ non-extension” policy overlooks wholly, the 
present generation of slaves! It seeks the interests 
of the free States, but has little heart or sympathy 


for the slaves of the South. It is cold, calculating, 


selfish, rather than affectionate, sympathetic, bene- 
volent. It is of the earth, earthy, rather than of 
heaven, heavenly. Earth needs more of the politics 
of heaven.. Paul and John would make better states- 
men than Webster and Clay. “Out of the ‘heart’ 
are the issues of life”’—life for the state, as well as 
ife for the soul. 

3. Whom shall we nominate for the highest 
offices? Shall we select simple-minded, straight- 
forward, honest, loving, God-fearing men, who will 
“do justice, and execute judgment,” fearless of con- 
sequences? Or must we have shrewd, cunning, 
popular, scheming, managing men? Christianity 
and the Bible answer all such questions, both by 
| their spirit and by their injunctions. They abhor 
crafty, subtle, self-seeking men; but delight in the 
sincere, the pure-minded, the true-hearted, who 
“make straight paths for their feet.” “He that 
sr over men must be just, ruling in the Sear of 

” 





THE DILEMMAS OF SLAVERY. 





“ Non-IntERvention.—The theory of non-intervention, as 
applied to the Nebraska territory, demands the repeal of 
the law prohibiting slavery in Nebraska, The same theory, 
of course, requires the repeal of all laws of Oongress estab- 
lishing slavery, Now slavery, in the District of Colum- 
bia, exists by the laws of Congress alone. The Maryland 
and Virginia laws upholding it are repealed. The non- 
intervention policy, as now construed, ishes slavery in 
the District of Columbia. Upon strict ‘State rights’ doc- 
trines, too, it would repeal the Fugitive Slave Law.”—John 
Van Buren to Mr. Clemens. Daily National Era, Feb. 


14, 1854. 


This exhibits a specimen of the dilemmas into 

which the same law and its supporters are con- 
tinually plunged. If they invoke “ non-intervention,” 
they condemn intervention in favor of slavery, and 
yet they can not afford to spare intervention. If 
they plant themselves upon “ State rights,” they 
condemn their own aggressions upon State rights ; 
and yet they are unwilling to refrain from those 
aggressions, 
The truth is, there never has been, and there 
never will be, any escape from these dilemmas, so long 
as slavery exists. And this shows the reason why 
there never has been, and never will be, any other 
consistency or congruity in the course of the slave 
party than is to be found in their steady ‘and 
uniform devotion to slavery. They are for or against 
“State rights”"—they are for or against “ non-inter- 
vention”—just as the apparent interests of slavery 
seem to demand; and this again shows us one rea- 
son why it is idle to attempt any compromises with 
slavery, for such compromises must be made on the 
basis, either of intervention or non-intervention—of 
Federal authority or State rights, and the slave party 
can not be held to any uniform rule in respect to 
these. 

“State rights” always means the rights of slave 
States, but never means the rights of /ree States. 
The “ Union,” the “ Constitution,” and the laws of 
the Federal Government are sacred and inviolable 
only when wielded for slavery. 

All this is seen and will be admitted by those 
friends of liberty who are constantly proclaiming, 
as the ultimate end and aim of all their anti-slavery 
measures, the “ divorce of the Federal Government 
from slavery,” from all meddling or interference with 
it in the States, one way or the other. Why can they 
not see that this is only holding out to the public 
the delusive idea that such a compromise with the 
slave party is practicable, when not only the history 
but the known exigencies of the party are such as 
to preclude the possibility of its abiding by any rules, 
or adhering to any compacts and compromises / 

A prudent merchant or business man of any 
description, declines making a contract with any 
person whose known necessities and circumstances 
render it absolutely certain that he never can fulfill 
his agreements, and that he himself well knows that 
he can not, when he makes the agreement, and there- 
fore has no intention of fulfilling them. Such a 
person aptly represents the slave-power, whose 
necessities, exigencies, and dilemmas render it cer- 
tain that it never can fulfill its engagements to re- 
strict or limit itself, in any direction. 

If it be said that the fulfillment of its engagements 
must be enforced upon it, then you affirm it to bo 
under the national control, and you abandon the 
concession of its right and power of independent 
existence, This throws the responsibility of its exist- 
ence upon the nation, and in no way can they 
enforce any thing upon the slave-power but by its 





annihilation. 
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37" Amexrcan JupiLee—Issvep Montuty.—The 
second number is forwarded to subscribers under en- 
couraging circumstances, Subscriptions are coming 
in briskly. A part of the proposed runp has been 
raised, sufficient to warrant the belief that needful aid 
will not be wanting. Arrangements have accordingly 
been made for the REGULAR PUBLICATION of the paper, 
monthly, for one year. Those who have delayed sub- 
scribing, from the apprehended uncertainty of its being 
continued, need hesitate no longer. Life and health 
permitting, it will appear monthly. Nov is the time 
for its friends to exert themselves for its circulation. 
Their kind aid is wanting, not merely to maintain its 
existence, but to give it so wide an influence that it 
may, through the blessing of Heaven, promote, effect- 
ively, the object it has in view. 

Subscribers can be supplied with the first and se- 
cond numbers. 

Wim Goopett, 48 Beekman street, 
May, 1854. New-York. 


EB” Liitors please copy. 
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ay” We are indebted to Hon. Gerrit Suitn, and 


Hon. Caries Sumner, for important public docu- 
ments. 





——-—-+-~ + 





Tae “Jupuee” ror Tract Distrmvtion.—Those 
who desire it, can have supplies of the Jubilee 
from time to time, as they may want them, for tract 
distribution. In this way they can circulate any par- 
ticular number they may prefer, (as No. 1, No. 2, etc.,) 
without engaging beforehand to pay for future num- 
bers which they have not seen, or for published num- 
bers which they do not want. They may be had for 
50 cents per dozen, or $3 per hundred, 

Whole neighborhoods, school-districts, etc., might 
in this way, be supplied with one number of the paper, 
and many might be led to become regular subscribers. 

Will friends of the cause make trial of this experi- 
ment, and see whether it is not an economical way of 
promoting the dissemination of information ? 


~~ oth. 
. 


OUR “TERMS.” 








Ir will be seen, by looking at the imprint, on our 
first page, that we have inserted an additional item, 
namely : ; 

“Fourteen, copies, etc. for $5.” Persons or com- 
panies sending jive dollars, will, therefore, receive their 
papers cheaper than those whosend only three dollars, 
yet not quite as cheap as those who send ten. 

We have also proposed to present to such of our 
friends as may exert themselves, successfully, in pro- 
curing large numbers of subscribers, a small token of 
grateful acknowledgment, in the form of a book, in ad- 
dition to the deduction on the price of the paper, (See 


first page.) 
: aigitigs 
ENCOURAGEMENTS. 


Tae high degree of favor with which our specimen 
number has been received, both in city and country, 
and the warm response to the leading sentiments of 
our “Jupiter,” which come to us by almost every 
mail, (especially from the Western States,) encourage 
us to h ope for a change in the measures of the friends 
of liberty, and their advance to higher and firmer 
ground, 

On. anniversary week we were cheered with the 
smiling faces and warm hands of many old /riends, 
and a still greater number of new ones who earnestly 
bade us God speed, and encouraged us to go forward. 
We were kindly invited by the Committee of the 
American and Foreign Anti-Slavery Society to occupy 
as much time in their public meeting, as a suitable 
variety of public speaking would permit, for the advo- 














cacy of our peculiar views, which neither of the Na- 
tional Anti-Slavery Societies, as such, have yet seen 
proper toembrace. By not a few of the audience, in- 
cluding some members of the Committee and of the 
Society, our views were readily received, and we have 
been requested by several gentlemen to write out the 
speech for the press, which we may, perhaps, do. The 
necessities of the times are evidently driving the friends 
of liberty onward to some new position and new en- 
terprises. The precise shape of them time must de- 
termine, and friendly and timely discussion should 
direct. Now is the time to lay deep and broad our 
foundations. 
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ACKNOWLEDGMENTS. 








We tender our hearty thanks to those gentlemen in 
this city who have assisted us, either in contributions 
to defray the heavy expenses of our first number, (of 
which we issued THIRTY THOUSAND copies,) or who 
have subscribed to our proposed runp: also to our 
numerous friends in the country who have interested 
themselves to obtain subscribers for us, or who have 
sent us donations, or subscribed to our fund, Some 
have helped us in all these three ways. Whatever of 
good we may be enabled to accomplish, will have been 
owing, in no small degree, to the aid of kind friends, 
many of whom reside at a distance, and whose faces 
we have never seen. 
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WHAT CAN BE DONE? 








Tur friends of liberty, and indeed the majority of re- 
flecting and intelligent men, in the free States, appear 
to be overwhelmed and astounded by the audacity of 
the Nebraska iniquity in Congress, and in their per- 
plexity seem looking each other in the face, and inquir- 
ing, ‘What can be done? What measures shall we 
adopt? What course shall we pursue? What shall 
be done next?” 

If the inquiry looks in the direction of mere expedi- 
ents, such as worldly wisdom would suggest, such as 
have been for a long time employed, such as have 
amused and deluded their projectors, such as have, at 
length, signally failed, we answer unhesitatingly— 
nothing at all. The more of these, the worse. To 
these, we owe, mainly, our discomfiture. In prefer- 
ence to any further chess-board evolutions in the game 
of expediency, “their strength is to sit still” and let 
the tide of shame and destruction roll over them and 
their country, without complaining. 

But if the inquiry seeks after duty, and asks, ‘‘ Lorn, 
what wilt thou have me to do? What will please God? 
What will constitute obedience to Ais plain require- 
ments?” the answer is exceedingly simple. 

The first measure is repentance. The second is, 
works meet for repentance. And both these are to 
be defined and ascertained, in the light of the Divine 
commandments. 

“Seek judgment, relieve the o —j 
fatherlese” pited for the widow.” shane OL oe ws 

Here is moral suasion, and something more; some- 
thing for the people and their government to be per- 
suaded to do. 


“Undo the heavy burden,” — “let the oppressed go 
free”—break every yoke.” “Then shall thy light break 


| forth in the morning, and thy health shall spring forth 


speedily.” —“ Execute ju t between a man and his 
neighbor.” —“ Execute judgment in the morning, (that is, 
timely, early,) and deliver the spoiled out of the hand of 
the oppressor.”—“ Proclaim liberty throughout the land, 
to all the inhabitants thereof.”—“ Hate the evil, and love 
the good, and establish judgment, in the gate.” 

There is nothing of compromise in this, nothing of 
postponement, nothing of gradualism, nothing of local- 
izing oppression, nothing of permitting it in Judah on 
condition that it shall not be extended into Benjamin, 
nothing of relieving the government or the people from 
responsibility by any or by all of these methods. 

For a neglect of these plain commandments of God, 
or for partial, temporary, and temporizing compliances 
with them, the ten tribes first, and Judah and Benja- 
min afterward, went into captivity in Babylon, 

The same God lives and reigns still, His command 





is as intelligible and as direct to the American people 
and the American government, now, as it was to the 
Hebrews in the times of their prophets. Here, then, is 
work to be done. Work that ought to have been done, 
long ago. Work that ought to be done, now. Work 
that must soon be done, or the nation’s destruction is 
as certain as the supremacy of Jehovah, and the stability 
of his providential control over the nations. 

It will do no good to tell God that we, in this coun- 
try, have contrived so peculiar a constitation of govern- 
ment, that he must excuse us from keeping his com- 
mandments, In vain do we plead ‘non-intervention,” 
‘limited powers,” “solemn guarantees,” “state rights,” 
or any of the popular subterfuges in use. As well 
might we plead them in bar of the ordinary effects of 
disregarding the laws of mechanism, of chemistry, or 
of gravitation, as to plead them against the effects of 
transgressing the laws of social humanity in our politi- 
cal relations. We see now, and begin to feel, a little of 
the fruits of violating these laws. 

These commandments admit of no evasion, no sub- 
stitute, no revision. They are not to be amended, but 
simply obeyed. They require the liberation of the en- 
slaved, not their transportation to another country: 
THE LIBERATION OF THE ENSLAVED, not the mere re- 
straint of the enslavers from removing them into other 
territories: THE LIBERATION OF THE ENSLAVED, 
not our own fancied or real relief from the responsibility, 
guilt, and punishment of their enslavement: THE LIBE- 
RATION OF THE ENSLAVED, not a termination of 
our own political connection with the enslavers, by a 
separation between the States. 

“Break every yoke!” ‘Deliver the spoiled,” ‘ Pro- 
claim liberty,’—this is the mandate, nothing less, 
nothing else, nothing more. A tithe of the time, labor, 
strength, and expense, employed in finding out cunning 
substitutes for obedience to God’s commandments, 
would suffice amply for the performance of them. 
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THE GREAT PRACTICAL QUESTION. 





Tue ultimate decision of the slave question, as a poli- 
tical question, if it is to be peacefully settled, under the 
Federal Constitution, and without a separation betwecn 
the States, seems to hinge, now, upon a single point. 

Is American Slavery legal, or is it illegal? If it be 
legal, then # is constitutional. If it be both legal and 
constitutional, then the Federal Government, that ad- 
ministers the Constitution, is bound (according to the 
Constitution) to protect it, and no State government 
has a right to stand in the way of that protection. 

If it be illegal, then it is unconstitutional. If it be 
both illegal and unconstitutional, then it is a violation 
of the Constitution. And if it be a violation of the 
Constitution, then the Federal Government, that ad- 
ministers the Constitution, is bound to suppress it, and 
no State government has a right to stand in the way 
of that suppression. 

It is in vain to object to this, by referring to “the 
reserved rights of the States,” and to “the limited 
powers of the Federal Government.” It still remains 
true, that slavery is either legal or illegal, constitutional 
or unconstitutional, It remains true that the Federal 
Government is, of necessity, compelled to assume cither 
the legality or the illegality of slavery—its constitu- 
tionality or its unconstitutionality. And it remains 
true, that, by the same necessity, the Federal Govern- 
ment is compelled daily to act upon the assumption, 
either that slavery is legal and constitutional, or that 
it is illegal and unconstitutional. 

The sum total of all the pro-slavery action of the 
Federal Government, of which the friends of liberty 
complain, has grown out of the assumption, that slavery 
is legal and constitutional. 

The sum total of all the anti-slavery action that thc 
cause of liberty and the rights of the free States re- 
quires (including that for which abolitionists have 
hitherto pleaded in vain) must find its logical basis in 
the assumption, that slavery is unconstitutional and 


, For, if slavery be constitutional and legal, it seems 
incongruous that the sworn administrators of the Con- 
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stitution should be called upon and expected to act, 
under that Constitution, against what is admitted to be 
a constitutional and legal mght. 

If slavery be legal and constitutional, it is not easy 
to see how the federal government could be expected 
to suppress it in the District of Columbia and terri- 
tories, interdict the inter-state slave-trade, and refuse 
the admission of slave states. But if it be illegal and 
unconstitutional, it is difficult to see how the Federal 
Government could be expected to permit its existence 
under the Constitution, in any of the States. 

If slavery be illegal, then it is unconstitutional, and 
the Constitution contains no “compromises” with 
slavery, and no “guarantees” in its favor, no “recog- 
nitions” of its legal existence. It neither recognizes, 
nor guarantees, nor compromises with ilegalities, nor 
with non-entities, nor with crimes. 

If slavery be both illegal and unconstitutional, then 
all past acts of the Federal Government in its favor are 
unconstitutional and illegal, and should be so regarded 
and treated. This disposes of all pro-slavery “ com- 
promises” and “compacts,” of all fugitive-slave bills, 
and every thing of that character. 

If slavery be illegal and unconstitutional, then all 
measures against slavery and against its aggressions 
must be based upon the assumption and affirmation of 
their illegal and unconstitutional character. This would 
change the aspect of the whole contest. It would place 
the slave party, and not the friends of liberty on the 
defensive, and carry the war directly into the ranks of 
the enemy. Instead of vainly protesting against the 
extension of slavery, we should put the slave-power 
itself upon a desperate struggle for prolonged existence, 
the issue of which could not be long doubtful, nor long 
delayed. 

If slavery be unconstitutional and egal, then every 
slave in the United States is entitled to a verdict of 
freedom in his favor, by the federal courts, and nothing 
but the appointment of impartial and well-informed 
judges is wanting to secure that result. 

And this work is to be commenged and secured at 
the ballot-box. 
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COMPROMISES WITH SLAVEKY—WU LLIDI- 
LITY OF THE COMPROMISERS. 





ALL compromises (political or otherwise) in which 
moral principle is compromised, are of the nature of 
contracts or agreements with the devil, who is the 
tempter of men, and who seldom or never undertakes 
to tempt them, without’ proposing some compromise. 
And he never fails to cheat all who make any bargains 
with him. : 

Every temptation has its bait. That bait is some real 
or imagined good. That good is the price which Satan 
offers for some particular surrendry of the right. It 
is for the sake of this suppesed good that the known 
right is relinquished, in every case of transgression. 
There appears to be a good on the one hand and a 
good on the other—an evil on the one hand and an 
evil on the other. ‘ Yield me up this,” says Satan, 
‘and I will give you the other.” 

These compacts generally run in the line of limita- 
tions, either in time or in space. “ You may serve God 
in old age, only serve me in youth and manhood. You 

. may serve God on the Sabbath, if you will only serve 
me all the rest of the week. Nay, you may serve God 
three hundred and sixty-four days in the year, if you 
will only serve me one day, at the ballot-box. Rather 
than miss a bargain, I will even give you all the days 
in the year for fowr years, if you will only serve me 
one day then, at the Presidential election. Then, as to 
space, yield me up all south of 36° 80’, and I will give 
and guarantee to you all north of it. All I ask in this 
particular case is, that instead of being abolished, the 
sin shall only be localized. Righteousness and Liberty 
shall have the honor of being proclaimed ‘national,’ 
if you will only recognize the unmolested reign of wn- 
righteousness and slavery as ‘sectional.’” 

We say nothing now, of the flagrant wickedness of 
such bargains with the devil, or of the rebellion against 
Heaven that is wrapped up in making any bargains 
with him at all, For the present we only invite atten- 





tion to gullibility, that allows itself to be swindled in 
this manner. 

When did the devil ever keep his word in any of 
these bargains? What power has he to do or to grant 
what he proposes to do or to grant in the premises ? 
Who ever succeeded in serving God a part of the time, 
while deliberately proposing to serve the devil the rest 
of the time? What statesmen, what people ever con- 
sented to divide their country between God and the 
devil, and then retained moral power and integrity 
enough to preserve any part of it from his aggressions ? 
When did the devil bargain for the half of a man, or 
of a statesman, or of a nation, without getting possession 
of the whole of them? Let the Missouri compromise 
and the Nebraska bill answer. 
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‘*NON-INTERVENTION A LIE.” 











“Historically,” says the National Eva, “ non-inter- 
vention is a lie.” This is true testimony. To which 
we will venture to add—“ Prophetically, non-interven- 
tion is a lie.” It is, it always was, it always will be a 
lie. The time is not, never was, and never will be, 
when “non-intervention” will be possible, There is not, 
there never was, there never will be a time, when the 
Federal Government can be neutral on the slave 
question. Until it prohibits and suppresses the un- 
lawful and unconstitutional practice of slaveholding, 
throughout the United States, it wi//, because it must, 
of absolute necessity, susTarn and uprotp slaveholding. 
It must either “crush out” slavery, or “crush out” 
liberty, or retire itself, into non-existence. While it 
exists, it must either serve God or Mammon, Christ or 
Belial, Liberty or Slavery. It has been at work against 
liberty, from the beginning, and will continue to do so, 
until it acts against slavery. 

Non-intervention—past, present, or future—is a lie. 
Remember that, and repeat it, over and over, once at 
least, every hour, till you fully comprehend and deeply 
feel its true meaning. 

Non-intervention is a lie. Yes! “ Divoreing the 
Federal Government from slavery,” (another phrase, 


having nearly the same monwning,) ic a lie also, if by 
this it be meant, that the Federal Government either 
should or can \et slavery alone, neither consenting nor 
not consenting to its existence. 

While slavery lives, and the Federal Government 
lives, the Federal Government must, of necessity, con- 
tinue to lend to slavery the support of consenting to its 
existence, UNLEss the Federal Government is vigorously 
exerting itself for the overthrow of slavery. 

“ Historically,” non-extension “is a lie.” Prophet- 
ically, it is a lie also, if non-extension be sought by any 
other process than extinction. Slavery has been, still 
is, and will hereafter continue to erted itself, if it be 
permitted to live. 

“ Localizing slavery,” another phrase for mere “ non- 
extension,” is “historically a lie.” Prophetically, it is 
a lie also. No local boundaries can be prescribed to 
slavery, while it is permitted to exist. 

“ Historically,” prohetically, and philosophically, 
‘‘non-intervention,” “non-extension,” and “localizing 
slavery,” may all be placed in the same category. They 
are lies, and all lies are doomed, 

They all belong to the same family, and mutually 
support and imply each other, ‘ Non-extension” takes 
“ non-intervention” for granted, and thus takes for 
granted alie. ‘“Non-extension” is the shadow of the 
ghost of “non-intervention.” It is only while the 
Spirit of Liberty is night-mared by the incubus of 
“ non-extension,” that “non-intervention” gathers up 
audacity enough to pretend to an existence! 
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NEW PUBLICATIONS. 








Ovr Covuntry’s Six. A sermon by Rev. Dr. Perkins, 
of the Nestorian Mission, Persia. An able and timely 
production.—8 cents single, or $6 per hundred. H. B, 
Knight, 48 Beekman street, New-York. 

AMERICAN SLAVERY IN CONNECTION WiTH AMERICAN 


kins, above noticed, bound up with Judge Jay’s Letter 
to the Corresponding Secretary of the American Tract 
Society, and his Letter to L. Tappan on Indian Missions. 
12} cts. single, $9 per hundred. 

Gerrit Swirn’s Sreecn on tae Nesraska Bua.— 
$1.50 per hundred. Buell and Blanchard, Washington 
City.—This is one of the ablest speeches ever made in 
Congress, and maintains the illegality of slavery, and 
the power of the Federal Government to abolish it in 
the States. The country ought to be inundated with it. 
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LEGAL TENURE OF SLAVERY IN LOUISIANA 
—STRONGHOLD OF SENATOR DOUGLAS. 











Iv his speech on the Nebraska bill, Jan. 30, 
Senator Douglas said : 


“Slavery was never established in Louisiana by positive 
law. It was introduced, tolerated, sanctioned, and became, 








Curistranity, This consists of the sermon of Dr. Per- 





in time, as a part of the common law.”—J, Y, Daily 7ri- 
bune, Jan. 31, 1854. 


Now there is no point of law respecting slavery, 
more generally acknowledged and referred to, by 
Southern as well as Northern jurists than this, 
that slavery can not exist under common law, but 
only under positive law. In Louisiana itself, as well 
as in Mississippi, Kentucky, and Georgia, the courts 
have thus decided. So that the admission of Sena- 
tor Douglas establishes the fact that there is no 
legal slavery in Louisiana, nor in any of the States 
or territories acquired by the Louisiana purchase, 
that is, according to the principles of the slave- 
code, as hitherto maintained. 

How happened it that Senator Douglas should 
have made so extraordinary a concession? He 
could not have been ignorant of the doctrine hitherto 
maintained by the courts at the South as well as at 
the North, on this subject. What object could he 
have had in making so remarkable a statement ? 

He was laboring to prove that no legislation by 
Congress could exclude slavery in Nebraska, He 
was preparing to say, as he did say a few moments 
afterward, that the resolution of « formar Cangros« 
concerning Texas, and extending the Missouri com- 
promise line west through that region, coudd not bind 
a State formed out of it, north of the line, to exclude 
slavery ! Notice his language: 
sheonn> Geen gontond thet teg.ntes Ream onal ae 
that line out of Texas, when admitted into the Union, should, 
by its constitution, exclude slavery, No one would pretend 


that that requirement would be binding one day upon that 
State, after being admitted !” 


It is easy to see that such a novel position in re- 
spect to the binding force of political compacts con- 
cerning slavery, required a novel position in respect 
to the legal tenure of slavery. The Senator there- 
fore adventured to shift its basis from positive law to 
common or natural law, which political compacts 
could not unsettle, since no such compacts can an- 
nul natural right. If his theory of the legal tenure of 
slavery be correct, it would be true that no political 
compacts nor Congressional enactments could prohibit 
slavery in Nebraska. He might have gone further, 
(as he doubtless will, whenever the occasion calls 
for it) and deny (as M, A. Juge does, in his pampli- 
let) that a sovereign State can prohibit slavery. 
The Senator’s premises were even broader than his 
conclusions, constituting (as it seems the measures 
of 1850 did) a foundation for still future aggres- 
sions. 

The proper answer to Senator Douglas would 
have been—* Slavery is nor a natural or common 
law right, which compacts and legislation may not 
infringe. It is a violation of natural and common- 
law, which compacts and legislation can not legalize.” 

The legal tenure of slavery must be understood 
by our Senators, and resolutely affirmed to be what 
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is—a nullity—before the northward deluge of slavery 
can be turned back again. A Senate admitting 
the legality of slavery can never interpose an effec- 
tual barrier against slavery extension, Any shrewd 
Yankee Jad, in his teens, can be made to see this. 
Tet the friends of liberty take, promptly, the true 
ground. Should they neglect to do it, the slave 
party will soon be emboldened to affirm that the 
passage of the Nebraska settled the principle, that 
slavery being a common-law right, can not be pro- 
hibited by any of the States. 

Those who'tell us that the question of the legal 
tenure of slavery is a mere abstraction, of no practi- 
cal importance, will do well to open their eyes to the 
fact that the Nebraska bill was argued by the Sena- | 
tor who introduced it, by the pro-slavery theory of | 
the legal tenure of slavery—that this theory consti- 
tuted his stronghold, and that no Northern Senator | 
denied the truth of his theory, by affirming the | 
illegality of slavery. | 

wit nici td taeniome 
“DISSOLUTION OF THE UNTON;” OR, | 
“ABOLITION OF SLAVERY.” 








| 


On class of earnest abolitionists advocate the | 
dissolution of the Union, as an indirect means of 
abolishing slavery. We prefer to advocate the | 
direct abolition of slavery, by the Federal Govern- | 
ment, as being the more feasible, prompt, and 
effectual measure for abolishing slavery, and at the 
same time preserving and perpetuating the Union. | 

More feasible, because the people, we think, will | 
sooner be persuaded to abolish slavery, and thus | 
preserve the Union, than they could be to dissolve | 
the Union for the sake of abolishing slavery. More 
prompt, because soonest accomplished, and when ac- 
complished, the consummation itself is reached, and 
not the mere removal of obstacles to its fwture con- 
suinmation. More effectual, because an act of abo- 


lition would terminate slavery, whereas “ dissolu- 
uw woutd eave It still in existence. 


But our main objection to a dissolution of the 





Union (without a previous abolition of slavery, 
which would take away all cause of dissolution) 
arises from our belief that the non-slaveholding 
States, deeply responsible as they are for the exist- 
ence of slavery hitherto, (as Mr. Garrison teaches,) 
have no moral right to slip their own necks out of 
the noose, now, when they feel it beginning to 
throttle them, and leave the slaves to themselves, to 
work out their own freedom alone, or be either ex- 
terminated or still enslaved. This would not be 
“remembering them that are in bonds as bound with 
them.” ‘ 

If it be said that the Federal Government, under 
the Constitution, has no power to abolish slavery in 
the States, we are ready to prove the contrary. But 
no one will claim that the Federal Government has 
authority to dissolve the Union, or that the Union 
can be dissolved by any State action under the 
Constitution, or otherwise than by repudiating its 
obligations, Those alternatives afford us no relief. 

We claim further that the Constitution, in its pre- 
amble and in its specifications, not only permits, but 
requires the abolition of slavery by the Federal 
Government, because in no other way can it “ secure 
the blessings of liberty” or “ guarantee to every 
State_in this Union a republican form of govern- 
ment.” But if the slave States, in their zeal for 
. State rights” and to show their attachment to “the 
Union,” prefer.to abolish slavery themselves, there 
can be no ly objection to their doing so, pro- 
vided they. will do it promptly and effectually. 





The time hastens, if we mistake not, in which the 





| friends of liberty, unless they give up the contest, 


will be compelled to select between these two mea- 
sures, “Dissolution to abolish slavery,” or “ Aboli- 
tion to preserve the Union.” We raise our flag for 
the latter, nothing daunted, remembering that there 
are only about one hundred or one hundred and 
twenty thousand slaveholders in this country among 
twenty or twenty-five millions of inhabitants. 

We have just said that “dissolution” or “abo- 
lition” must ere long divide the active friends of 
freedom. But in case of a strong rally for “ aboli- 
tion” we should not be surprised to see the conserva- 
tive slave party, North and South, go in for a disso- 
lution of the Union, to stave off abolition and pre- 
serve quiet. The division in the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, North and South, also the disbanding of 
the Baptist Triennial Convention, and the forming 
of a Southern and a Northern Baptist Missionary 
Board, were both effected by similar influences, un- 
der a similar pressure, and for similar objects, And 
ecclesiastical. tactics, on this subject, have generally 
been the precursors of political ones. 

It might seem strange, at first, to see the gentle- 


-men composing the Castle-Garden Union Safety 


Committee making movements for a dissolution of 
the Union. But we have lived to witness stranger 
somersets. They have only to follow a little further 
the Southern Disunion party, under whose influence 
they have really been acting, in order to be ardent 
disunionists themselves. 

In saying this, we cast no reproach upon those 


who favor disunion as a means of promoting liberty, | 


though it may turn out that they will have help 
from a quarter little expected. "We see no cause for 
discouragement. If disunion comes, it may be the 
precursor of abolition, and ¢hat might restore union. 
We have no fears that disunion would result from 
abolition. It would remove every cause and oc- 
casion of disunion, 





eee —— 


“A SERVILE INSURRECTION.” 


WE use this phrase to express, what is commonly 
meant by it—a forcible rising of slaves against slave- 
holders, But we do not admit that such a rising 
would be an “insurrection,” in the proper and legal 
sense of the term. “Goods and chattels personal” 
ean never be said to raise an insurrection, however 
refractory and unmanageable they may be. And an 
assault upon slaveholders would not be an “ insur- 
rection,” because it would not be waged against the 
government, but only against private citizens, Assault 
and battery is not insurrection. We deny, therefore, 
that the Federal Government is bound, under the 
Constitution, to put down a rising of the slaves, 
When the Constitution clothes Congress with power 
“to suppress insurrection,” it clothes it with power to 
define insurrection ; and in doing it, to declare that 
a rising of slaves against compulsory servitude, and 
unrequited labor, is no insurrection at all. And the 
clause requiring the government to protect the States 
against “domestic violence” calls for protection 
against slavery, which is “domestic violence” sys- 
tematized. 


slaves? And would they attempt to do it if the 
Federal Government were in their hands? This is 
a plain, practical question, too important to be blinked 
in these times, when Whigs, Democrats, Liberty-inen, 
Free-Soilers, and Free-Democrats, are soliciting our 
votes, when some at least of them expect our support 
on the ground of their attachment to liberty, and cf 
position to slavery; and when, moreover, such 
rising of slaves is liable, at any moment, to tak» 
place. 

“ The Almighty has no attribute,” says Mr. Jeffer- 
son, “that could take sides with us in such a con- 
test.” Are we prepared to take up arms againat the 
Almighty? Are any, at the North, so madly bent 
on supporting slavery that they will venture to do 
this ? 

It might seem needless to ask whether there are 
any abolitionists who would do it, yet we have 
abolitionists who hold to the “compromises of 
the Constitution,” and who, if elected to office, would 





not scruple to take the oath to support the Const 
| tution. How some of them can do this, with their 
views of the Constitution, we have been unable to 
see. But we now press only this one practical point, 
How would you treat such an event as a rising of 
the slaves? No abolitionist would advise such a 
movement. But suppose it should take place, what 
would you do? And what would you have your 
Free-Soil or Liberty President do, in case you should 
| succeed in electing one ? 

| This is only one of a number of plain, practical 
questions that involve the construction of the Federal 
Constitution, and the relation of that instrument to 
the liberties of the country. 
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NATIONAL SINS PERSONAL. 





Po iticat sins are personal sins, and none the less 


so for their being national sins. 
National sins are visited with national punishment, 


in the present world ; but, beside this, God holds 
politicians, statesmen, and voters, personally account- 
able for their participation in national sins, and the y 
will be punished for them, in the future state, unless 
they repent of them, just as certainly as they will 
be punished for any other sins. The probability is, 
that among American citizens, as many souls will be 
found, at the Day of Judgment, at the left hand of 
the judge, on account of their iniquitous votes at 
the ballot-box, as on account of any other sins. The 
Judge will say to them: “Inasmuch as ye did it 
not unto one of the least of these, ye did it not unto 
me.” 

God says: “He that ruleth over men must be 
just, ruling in the fear of God.” “Judges and 
officers shalt thou make in all thy gates which the 
Lord thy God giveth thee, and they shall judge the 
people with just judgment.” 

A man sneers at this. He is afraid of mixing yp 
religion with politics. He pretends to have per- 
suaded himself that he can “do more good” by 
voting for another description of candidates—per- 
haps, in a way of “choosing the least of two evils.” 
But God will not accept such flimsy exctises, nor 





We introduce the subject here, for the purpose of | hold them guiltless in breaking his plain and explicit 
distinctly asking the friends of liberty, and especially ;commandments. Unless “ orthodox, evangelical 


those of them who dissent from our general views of 
the Constitution, to make up their minds, and tell us 
their views on this particular.topic. What do they 
think the Constitution requires? And what would 
they do, should such an emergency arise? Do they 
think the Constitution requires of the Federal 


Christianity” be a delusion, such voters must repent 
of such voting, or lose their souls. “ Be not deceived, 
God is not mocked ; for whatsoever a man sowetli 
that shall he also reap.” He that persists in voting 
for devils, though it be for “ the least of two devils,” 





Government to put down by force a body of armed 





may expect to take up his portion with the objects 
of his choice. ' 
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DIFFICULTIES OF LEGALIZED SLAVERY. 


Ir slaveholding can be legalized, it must be be- 
cause it is a natural right. But if it be a natural 
right, it is inherent in all men alike, and one man 
has as good a right to be a slaveholder as another. 
A. must have the same right to enslave B. that B, 
has to enslave A.—and the question, which is the 
slave and which is the slaveholder, will have to be 
decided by themselves, in personal combat, or the 
government must decide it for them. But who can 
conceive of such a right? Or, on what ground 
shall the government proceed in protecting it ? 

If it be said that slaveholding may be legalized, 
though it be not a natural right, then it is said, in 
effect, that crime may be legalized, which is a con- 
tradiction in terms: a denial of the first principles 
of jurisprudence and the axioms of common law. 

To be legalized is to be made lawful. But how 
can that be made lawful, which is, in its own nature, 
a violation of all the foundations of law? 

Natural rights are to be protected by civil govern- 
ment. That is the business of civil government. 
But how shall it protect A.’s right to enslave B., 
and B.’s right to enslave A. ? 

No man can be made to believe that the en- 
slavement of himself can be legalized. And so 
long as any man loves his neighbor as himself, it 
will be equally difficult to make him believe that 
his neighbor’s enslavement can be legalized, 

The first lesson in the study of law is, “ Thou 
shalt love thy neighbor as thyself” All law 
“hangs”"—is suspended upon the law of supreme 
love to God and equal love to our neighbor. But 
this law has no hook upon which the slave-code 
can be fastened. — 

All the great masters of the science of Law 
iffirm that the law of nature—the law of God— 
the law of rectitude—the law of justice, is the 
foundation of all valid law, and that neither legisla- 
tion, jurisprudence, precedent, time, or custom, 
can make legal what is contrary to these. Coke, 
Fortescue, Lyttelton, Blackstone, Noyes, Bracton, 
Hobart, and even our American McLean, are all full 
and clear on this point. How then can slavery be 
legalized? Whoever affirms that it can, must be 
prepared to maintain that slaveholding is no viola- 
tion of the law of God, of nature, or of justice. 
The pro-slavery clergy, we know, do maintain this 
position, affirming that slaveholding is not, in itself, 
sinful. So that the great question awaits the de- 
cision of the Church. 
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SINGULAR CONFIDENCE. 








Is it not marvellous that any shrewd or sagacious 
persons should ever have reposed any confidence in 
the faith of the slaveholders who forced upon the 
reluctant North the Missouri Compromise, under 
the threat of a dissolution of the Union ? 

The act was one of unmixed and unmitigated 
diabolism on their part, as lawless, as imperious, and 
as unprincipled as that of the highwayman who puts a 
pistol to your throat, and by way of “ compromise,” 
spares yours life, on condition of your relinquishing 
your purse. They did worse than this—as much worse 
as liberty and integrity of character are more pre- 
cious than money. Who would think of confiding in 
the promise of such a highwayman? But shrewd 

Yankee merchants and far-seeing statesmen talk as 
though they had really confided in the slave-party, 
that they would honorably abide by the compromise 
a moment longer than they found convenient, 

Such a confidence betrays the most profound 


ignorance of our national history. On every sub- 
ject of national policy, the slaveholders have uni- 
\formly exhibited the same total disregard of their 
own professed principles of action. A national bank 
and a protective tariff are either constitutional or un- 
constitutional with them, just as it suits their tem- 
porary convenience, either to force them upon the 
North, or to wrest them away from them. It is 
only in accordance with this settled policy that the 
Missouri compromise, forced upon us by the South, 
is now repudiated as unconstitutional. 

The best appology that can be made for this 
habitual and systematic disregard of plighted or im- 
plied faith is, that the exigencies and necessities in- 
herently associated with the slave-system render it 
absolutely impracticable for the slaveholders, remain- 
ing such, to hold the rights of their fellow-citizens 





their slaves. The Shelbys of the South may promise 
never so fairly and even sincerely, that they will 
never sell Uncle Tom, nor Eliza, nor her boy ; but 
when the Haleys come to put on the screws of the 
“ peculiar institution,” all virtuous resolutions are over- 
ruled. Necessity, the tyrant’s plea, is the universal 
aw of all slavedom. To that law all tarifis, na- 
tional banks, and Missouri compromises must suc- 
cumb. The man who does not know this, knows 
nothing of the nature and the inevitable workings of 
slavery. And hence it follows that the plighted 
faith of slaveholders is of no value. As well might 
our national government enter into a solemn treaty 
with the king of Naples that Mount Vesuvius shall 
hereafter belch forth no clouds of smoke or torrents 
of lava. 

All stipulations and compromises with slavery, all 
limitations of it, or attempts to localize it, are and 
must for ever be nugatory in their own nature. 

“So long as slavery lives, it must of necessity live 
in its own nature, and that nature is unalterably 
aggressive, lawless, incapable of .keeping within any 
prescribed boundaries, or of respecting any compacts, 
or of regarding any promises. If slavery is to be 
permitted at all, itis to be permitted as itis. We 
have either to abolish it, or to yield up our whole 
country to its embraces. 

——0 @©o-—— 


a" POSTSCRIPT. _ge? 
PREDICTION BECOME HISTORY. 





Tue Nesraska Biit was PassEp! The war is 
declared, the campaign is opened. Northern soil is 
invaded ; a territory fifty times larger than Massa- 
chusetts is conquered and ENsLAveD! This has 
been done by the Federal Government, consolidated 
and wielded by about 120,000 slaveholders, or one 
fourth the number of voters in the State of New- 
York. It has been done by Congress, who, in re- 
jecting proposed amendments, deliberately asserted 
the right, and entered upon the exercise of the 
power of forcing slavery upon the entire North. 
Both the principle and the precedent wilh henceforth 
be claimed as established. They have done this at 
a time when the State of Virginia is attempting to 
obtain from the Federal Courts a decision that the 
States have no constitutional power to probibit slave- 
holding, and when the design to reépen the African 
slave-trade by Congress, and to protect slaveholding 
in the States by the federal arm is openly avowed. 

WHat Is OUR REMEDY ? 

Not a rally to localize or limit the extension of 





such efforts must prove futile, From its presé 


vantage-ground the slave power will be master till 
the dart is sent direct through its vitals. 

Not an effort to restore the Missouri Compromise 
or any of its supposed benefits, nor any other com- 
promises with the slave power, by whom no com- 
promises with liberty are held inyiolable—compro- 
mises always abhorred of God, and always bearing 
the bitter fruits we are now eating, 

Not an effort “to split the difference between 
God and the devil” by “a@ restoration of the land- 
mark now removed,” a land-mark by which the 
rival claims of Christ and Beliel to supremacy over 
this nation were pretendedly compromised, but cast- 
ing the compromisers (as the event has proved) 
under the dominion of the datter, 





at large, any more sacred than they do the rights of | 








slavery while permitting its existence. The testi-| ¢ 16h . 

mony of experience is now added to.that of reason, thein gi “their Pledges fer freedom, and to the suf- 

philosophy, Christianity, and common-sense, that all fering slavo,_'; Let ‘hy 3 be prepared by our best 
resent! poetsyfog the, evasion, « ¢ 


Not a separation of the States, to relieve the 
guilty North, leaving the slave in his chains, while 
the command of God is to “ break the yoke” which 
the North has helped to impose. Vot the sacrifice 
on the altar of Satan of one half the republic for 


the security of the other half, under delusive hopes _ 


of quietude and purity, with the torch and the 
stench of slavery’s hell upon our borders. Vot the 
presentation of Florida, the Louisiana purchase, Cali- 
fornia, New-Mexico, the Mississippi valley, and outlet 
of the Mississippi, (which our own funds have pur- 
chased,) as an affectionate keepsake of remembrance 
to slavery, on dissolving the partnership. 

Not an amendment of the Constitution, which 
needs no amending, and which can be amended only 
by consent of two thirds of the States. 

Our only and our plain remedy is to obey God ; 
to repent and do works meet for repentance; to 
“ EXEOUTE JUDGMENT FOR THE OPPRESSED ;” to pro- 
vide, through the ballot-box, a Congress and a Presi- 
dent that, in the exercise of their just powers over 
slavery, (powers now conceded, because exercised,) 
shall ABOLISH SLAVERY IN ALL THE Srates, and 
“secure the blessings of liberty to oursclres and our 
posterity” by a “guarantee to every State in this 
Union, of a republican form of government.” We 
are the majority, and can do this. 

The responsibility, in the sight of God, of the 
civilized world, and of posterity, rests upon ws, the 
veople of the non-slaveholding States. The friends 
of liberty, of republican institutions, and of a pure 
and free Christianity, the world over, demand of 
the American people, of whom we of the North are 
a controlling majority, the speedy abolition of 
American slavery, The prayers and the sympathies 
of all good and true men; more than all, the ap- 
probation of Heaven, will cheer and sustain our en- 
deavors. Let us, then, stand up to our work, and 


go forward. 
——+ © + ——— 


INDEPENDENCE. 


Tue treason to liberty of our present slavery-ex- 
tension government, in its passage of the “ Nebraska 
and. Kansas” bill, calls for a new “ Declaration of 
Independence,” or a renewal of the principles of the 
old. It is no time for despondency. The interests 
confided to this generation are too great to be sacri- 
ficed in despair. 

On the approaching Fourth of July, it is hoped 
that the people of every city, town, and village will 
unite in public worship to Almighty God; to read 
the Declaration of Independence; to listen to the 
addresses of the truest friends of freedom and of” 
humanity, and to resolve on action adapted to the 
peril of the times, Let the children and youth 
also’ Be"; ‘ togéther-‘and addressed, ani let 
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RECOMMENDATIONS. | From a Presbyterian Doctor of Divinity in the West. | (Letterto the author so otc sd in umes of Massachuset, a 
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. “The first number of your American Jubilee reached “ Boston, Dec. 31, 1851. . 
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| Tux following arc among the fryorable notices of | 


the AMERICAN JUBILEE: 


From the New- York Tribune. 


Wiiutam Goopert, the well-known writer on Anti- | 
' toe 
Slavery, has commenced the publication of a paper de- | 


particulars, unequaled writings of Mr. Gooprct, in the | 
great cause of Emancipation—his historical, legal, and | 
philanthropic writings, so eminently appreciated by Mr. 
Jay and others of that stamp—place him in the front 
rank of the new historical names of this country, of men | 
neither asking nor holding office, but cherishing liberty | 
for its own sake, who have roused the sluggard and def- | 
erential North at last to an approach at least to those | 
opinions which are her due. We commend Mr. Gooprtt's 
paper to every friend of the cause. Let there be subserip- 
tions and donations to support it properly, for the sake of 
the oppressed, 


ee 


From the American Missionary. 


We have read, with great satisfaction, the first number 
of this stirring and able monthly, edited by Rev. Wm. 
Goopett, We rejoice in the confidence that the friends 
of liberty, in perusing this specimen number, will not 
only require its continued publication, but will each pro- 
mote its circulation, and seek to carry out its principles, 
as furnishing the true basis of action, and of hope for the 
overthrow of slavery in this country. 


From Frederick Douglass’ Paper. 


Among the first names, whose sound awakened in our 
hearts the hope of a grand Awertcan Justier, a jubilee 
which would leave no chain rusting on any slave in our 
land, was that of Wa. Gooprit. We had scarcely ceased 
to tremble from the excitement attending our escape from 
the American prison-house, when the name of this Nestor 
in the cause of liberty was made known to us as that of 
the adtest writer wno had yet arisen to confront the ser- 
ried ranks of tyranny ; and we cannot but rejoice to greet 
our venerable and ever uncompromising friend at the 
head of a new anti-slavery periodical. 





From the Syracuse Evening Chronicle, 


Wrrt1am Gooprtt is one of the soundest thinkers and 
hest reasoners in all the Anti-Slavery ranks. Before the 
Compromise of 1820, Mr. GooprLt commenced his war on 
Slavery, and though he has always been accounted ultra. 
he has lived to see many of his views reached by men 
who were then far enough behind him. Whatever he 
says or writes upon the absorbing subject, the hearer or 
the reader may rely upon receiying in the calm, clear 
guise with which the Christian philosopher clothes his 
thoughts. 


From the St. Lawrence Free Press. 


me this day. I immediately commenced reading it, and 
never stopped till I had finished the whole. Go ahead, 
and the Lord be with you! Surely the crisis has come. 
The last conflict has commenced, and it must end, in brief 
period, in the death of slavery or liberty, I inclose 
&5,” ke, 





In neighborhoods where there are no wealthy persons 
to subscribe largely to the “runp,” or where, in addition 
to such, there may be persons willing to contribute their 
mite, small subscriptions or contributions may be taken 
for the object. We must not ‘despise the day of small 
things.” The noblest of modern enterprises have had in- 
considerable beginnings. A “free-will offering” is accept- 
able, “aceording to what a man hath.” 

Some subseribers, in sending for a single copy for them- 
selves, remit one dollar, contributing the surplus fifty cents 
to the fund. Another convenient and liberal measure is, 
to make up a considerable club, each subscriber paying 
Jifty cents, instead of the 874 cents or 334 cents, at which, 
by the printed “Terms,” they would be entitled to re- 
ceive them. Thus each subscriber makes a small contri- 
bution to the “fund.” This plan was suggested by the 
following extract of a letter, 


From Worcester County, Mass. 
“Mr. Wa. Goopett: 

Dear Sir:—Your ‘ American Jubilee’ has found its 
way into several families in this place, and I think the 
views you there set forth are taking strong hold of the 
thinking part of the community. There are many who 
hope you will go on with your enterprise, bat in this, as 
in almost every thing else valuable, there are too few 
who feel any personal responsibility, or are ready to take 
hold in a way to accomplish any thing. I have procured 
sixteen subscribers to your paper, and shall endeavor to 
procure more. We pay fifty cents each, supposing. that 
fifty cents will more than pay the expense of publish- 
ing, provided a large number ean be obtained.” 


This is liberal, and on sixteen subscribers, is equivalent 
to a contribution of two dollars to the proposed fund, each 


paying 12} centa. 





WRITINGS 


oF 


WILLIAM GOODELL. 





FOR SALE AT THE DEPOSITORY OF THE AMERICAN 
AND FOREIGN ANTI-SLAVERY SOCIETY, 


No. 48 BEgkman stTREFT, New-York. 





L 
THE DEMOCRACY OF CHRISTIANITY. 
In 2 vols. 12mo, pp. 871. Price $1.50, 


“ DearSir : 1 have long wished to see the democracy of the Bible 
presented by some able writer in its true light. Your first volume of 
the ‘ Democracy of Christianity’ meets my desires fully, so far as the 
old dispensation is concerned, and I shall wait, with much impa 
tience, for your second volume, which, I suppose, will exhibit the 
still more striking democracy of the new. Genuine democracy | 
have for Many years regarded as the offspring of Christianity ; and 
I rejoice tosee this great truth presented in the able and satisfactory 
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; voted to that object. It is entitled The American Jubilee, manner you have thus far done ; and should a—r — — 
fad in thi . unsurpassed, and in some ‘ equal the first, (as I have no doubt it will,) I thin will agree tha 

and is issued in this city. The P , SUGGESTIONS you bave opeiferred a great kemeiit' eo tlie peblic. 1 am; Very bin. 


cerely, yours, AMASA WALKER.” 


(From Professor Hupson, of Oberlin.) 

“*The Democracy of Christianity’ is a work which every one 
should read. Its object is to show that the Bible is the great charter 
of democracy—that its principles and precepts, as wel! asthe sympa- 
thies which it cultivates, and tbe spirit which it breathes, are ail on 
the side of freedom. The book is one of thoughts and principles ; 
and those who read it will find themselves brought face to face with 
ideas which are of world-wide application, and of fundamental! im- 
portance, We may agree or disagree with the author in some or 
his conclusions ; but the general scope of the work, and the spirit 
and tone of the discussion, will commend it to all who love origina! 
and independent thought. ,.* T. B,. HUDSON.” 


(From E. Smrru, Wesleyan Minister, Mansfield, Ohio.] 
‘« | have read this work with pleasure and profit, and regard it as a 
thorough investigation of the very important subject of which it 


treats.” 
[From the New-York Tribune.] 


“We have read the book through very attentively, and can bear 
testimony to its great ability, and the soundness of its principles. 
* * * * The essay is a very able one, and well adapted, as Cob- 
bett used to say, for a THINKING people, and no fair-minded and intel 
ligent reader can rise from a perusal of it without a higher apprecia 
tion of the Mosaic code, aud of true democratic principles.” 


(From the New-York Evangelist.) 


“This work appears anenymously, but it discloses qualities of 
authorship of which the writer need not be ashamed. * * * He 
strikes at the root ofthe business at once. He traces the democratic 


> principle, as it is mingled in all God’s provisions for the Patriarchs 


and the Israelites, in the clearest manner. His analysis of the ten- 
dency and character of the Mosaic Institutes is particularly able. 
He discovers a degree of wisdom and benevolence in those provisions 
but little understood. We have never seen the political bearings 
and scope of the Mosaic law so strikingly portrayed. The present 
volume respects only the doctrines of the Old Testament We hope 
the author will be encouraged to go on with the searching and im- 
partial examination.” 


Recommended also in the Boston Chronotype, and in many other 
periodicals. The second yolume, now published, has received 
similar commendations, 





tl. 
SLAVERY AND ANTI-SLAVERY. 


A History of the great Struggle in both Hemispheres, with a view of 
the Slavery-question in the United States, Pp. 66, royal 12mo. 
Price, $1. 

This work is designed to embody a great amount of historical in- 
formation in a single volume, conveniently arranged for reference. 
It contains fifty chapters, on as many distinct topics, embracing the 
most important facts in the political and ecclesiastical history of the 
contest, together with an account of the anti-slavery agitation in 
England and the United States, up to the present time; the divisions 
among American abolitionists, and the various measures advocated 
among them ; and closing with a brief discussion of the question, 
“ What ought to be done '” The book is an abstract of several vo- 
lumes, besides the anti-slavery history of the last twenty years, a 
great part of which has never before been collected into any volume, 
but lies scattered in the newspapers of that period. The Table of 
Contents and a copious alphabetical index will facilitate a reference 
to particular facts and to dates, when desirable. 





A perusal of its Prospectus will give the reader a clear _ 
aud distinet view of its aims and object; and with the Se gen ee ee THE AMERICAN SLAVE-CODE, IN THEORY AND 
(From B. P. Avpetorr, D.D., late President of Woodward College, PRACTICE. 


name of Wittiam Gooprtt at the bead, it needs no other 
commendation to recommend it to the patronage of a 


liberty and God-loving people. 
Similar recommendations have been given by the Free 


Presbyterian, the True Wesleyan, and other papers, —_- 
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EXTRACTS OF LETTERS, 


—_— —_ 


FROM AN EMINENT PROFESSOR IN A THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY, 


* The extensive support of the Nebraska Bill certainly 
presents a new and alarming phase of slavery eneroach. 
ment, and calls upon the friends of human liberty to re- 
view the grounds of the alleged compromises between the 


Cincinnati, Ohio, and Professor of Moral and Political Philose- 
phy in the same. Published in the Cincinnati Gazette.) 


“Tae Democracy oF Cunistianrty.—An able and original work. 
tis easy to see that the great law of the Bible, ‘ Thou shalt love thy 
neighbor as thyself,’ forbids all oppression, guards the inalienable 
rights of man, and must, therefore, if impartially carried out, estab- 
lish popular governments every where. But our author, in a style 
very easy and forcible, and with an eminently Christian spirit, 
shows that this great law of the Bible was once embodied by Divine 
authority in 8 written constitution—that given to God's ancient peo- 
ple, Israel. He examines this constitution very carefully, and shows 
that both in its provisions and its practical working, it was the 
purest democracy that the world ever witnessed. 

“ Tocqueville had demonstrated, with rare ability, that the whole 
political and social current, on doth sides of the Atlantic, was favor- 
able to free institutions, and that republican government must ulti- 
mately and very speedily prevail, But an American citizen, the 
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(From Hon. WitttaM Jay to the Author.) 

“Your analysis of the Slave-laws is Very able, and your exhibi- 
tion of their practical application by the Southern courts evinces 
great and careful research. * © * It is more easy to make than 
to refute a charge of exaggeration against a work of fiction, like Mrs, 
Stowe’s ; but your book is as impregnable against such a charge as 
eaaatiis Geometry,’ since, like that, # consists of propositions and 
demonstrations. book i 
eadeideaP ® not only true, but it is wnques 
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author of the work before us, proves that the Bible is at the A Prize Tract of 94 pages. Price, $3 per 160. 





parties d. Perceiving that you design to devote | foundation of all these free movements, and that Christianity, per- 
your able experienced pen to the discussion of this porn sa hpherarel setae megan As Americans, we may Wa oden ; 
subject in a new monthly paper, I feel it a duty to eneou- toe en oF at cae Ventana na vee, lab Adirens ELL, 48 Beekman sof aa ine 














rage the enterprize, and enclose $5 for this purpose.” 


pledged to their final triumph and universal extension.” 
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